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Sir: 


In response to the Office Action dated November 28, 2007, the period for response to which 
has been extended to April 28, 2008 by virtue of the enclosed petition and payment of the required 
fee, applicants respectfully request reconsideration of all pending claims in view of the following 
remarics. 

Claims 1, 7-10, 13. 22. 24-26. 44-46, 50. 62, 64-67, 69 and 70 are pending. Of these, 
claims 1, 7-10, 13, 24-26. 44-50. 64-67. 69 and 70 stand rejected under 35 USC §1 03(a) as 
unpatentably obvious over Rachman et al. ("Rachman") in view of Thomas. (Applicants initially note 
that claims 47^9 were cancelled in the preliminary amendment filed on August 23, 2004, and 
therefore are not now presented.) The PTO is heard to state that a skilled artisan would have been 
led by the combined teachings of the cited references to the subject matter of each of the foregoing 
claims. However, as shall be shown, neither of the cited references includes teachings sufficient to 
have led one of ordinary skill to any of the claimed inventions. 

As to claims 1, 24. 44. 45. 64 and 65, the PTO's position is understood to be that Rachman 
discloses a system that includes all of the steps recited in the claims except the step of viewing a 
model removing an article of clothing when the question is answered correctly. The PTO urges that 


